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ft Tima* fenm 
Ffynm-rr 

?rt fe^fr, II* pFTRT, 1991 

fir. stt- 840 (?t) :—FnfPr tfftt P mm 7- ?- 
fYrF ft feiR TrfPf'FPT, 1956 (i9SG ft 33 ) 
^ arrr 4 sift fttP ttft urfePTr ft sptPt ft-t 

^ 15 ;, FpFHm H. FT. ^TT, 437 (f) FTfel 2 
jJ^T, 1990 SPT TFr^ffeTF •T^V FT dTdT 

3P=T feTPT FT PTTF -pT'FFT FFT F Pm; FT#ft TFT 

fjpjrc FfaFmr (fan nm ?tr% fufft "wfeW' 
F3T TOT & ) FT TOT feFT “TT ) 

3 ftr srfaFmr 9 25 75 , 1991 ft 1990 

qft fPfeT TOpF Tf^tt P. 4, 5 Pfe 9 P T£F ’STRUT 
( fsjif OTP ^TTF FUFFT "‘trfefl” FTTT TOT & ) felT 

vtt 3 ft 7 : mr sthttof infer Fife! % Pm; 

*FFrr mfer ferr «rr; 


3fe ?3FT iTT%UT q 7 pFFT 7 fev ife F 7 TTTFT 

F TF^qpT P SFT FTFT F TTT*r-HT«T fPmPrfaF mfi 
qr PttHT F 7 p3fe SF T 7 fmV PP % PFT '4TFT 
% PfpETFT F mT^TK 14 3 % ft* ( 1) F Fife 
27 3fTTlf, 1991 Tp 'OTm F TT-T^FtT HI |q |TO Ft 
171? fefe fenT vqr:— 

( 1 ) TUT TrfcTTmrr FT ETTpW Trfsrfer»T Tp UTO 

5(2) % m-rfepT mp fTTtP 3 fT 7 PrfP- 

1TFF FT TOT FTfiT I; aflT 
(2) TOT nfsTTTTW TTT ^rrrur ^ S'flTuft TOTT7 
irPf % Pm; t^sPt ttwr srm umPiPT 
^rT^r % Ptt Tprfsm t; 

3 fr< Krprrmr % 22 ittrx, 1991 

TFT mrf % fTPT-HT«T FFtm SFTt TT mFT ^ 

FT fen % fe:— 

“(l) FFfe 2 5 1991 FT npTFmr FT 

FT??! 'TT'rRff^TF TFT fe^TT FfsrpTFTT, 
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[Part 1,1—Sec., 


i9 5 k iff tott 5 ( 2 ) % TOTfafaTO ft 

ff#ro #c fafaw-TO m tototo tototot t, 


( 2 ) TOTO TOT! TOITOTO TOTO TOTOT# TOTOT# # faq 

TO# TOTOT TOfafaTOTO TO# TOTT 6 % TO#TO 

%#(tTO tottotr itt ttoito if TOrnfar fw 

TORT W#f5TT ?”; 

TOT: W#T TOR, TOTOT TOfafaTOTO TO?T TOTT 6 
ITT TOW TOfaT# TOT TO#TO TOT# ?q TOfaTOTW % 
T#TOT TOTfa T# ITT#! TOT# & I 

1990 TO# fcrfr-T TO#*# Tiff TO. 4 , a 'Ac 

9 if TOTt# TOT flTOR TOflWTO TOT TOT# TO I 

far-TfafaT T TR# if: 

( TfalTCT , TORTTIT, TO 7 TT #T irfaTTT 
#T TRT m % #TO TOT falR IT#T TORTffaR 

A 

T# TOTTTf affa -sq-# q# TOT# iff tort fm) 

5 WT#, 1991 TO ?T# TfaTTR TOR ITT 
TOW iff it 1990 I#fa. 5 T. TO. *f. 4 #T 9 
cm TOtf### #T TR ITT TOW iff it 1990 
iff %. TO. TO. *f. 5 TOT TOT# % TOT-TOT W 
% TTfaST W # # fa %#TO TTITT % TOW 
^farorry tot-itt afar qift#rf toto tto ifa itt 
tow iff it TTO fa. sr, TOfa# if TOfror Tlffa 
TOpffaf %■ TOR-fajJror % far irfaim to# Tiff tow 
T ft fairer iff faro | #r wfaq ### tot## 
$r faq ttot Tfrorf w# faro to# f i 

^ tot#t % TOfror #tott, Tfawry totr #t 

TOffa%# Tfa TOTO #TO # TOTTT % WTOcR R TTO WTO 

% TOW -totut: 1991 # fafa?r toto# #. 303 - 

304 #T 1991 iff fafw TO#TO TO. 2036 TOW 

^f *ff< 26 TO^T, 1991 Tf RWffa # faTO# TOT. 
TOTOffror, ## #r TO?TTO TO 1 , W TO#TO #?? it 
^ ff, TOtfa 5 WTO#, 1991 % ?TOT# TOI#T iff 

TOTTTO W far #T TO? fa#f#T fall fa TOITO 
fa TO. TO. TO. 4 , 5 #T 9/90 TO ^TOTTOT % 

Tiron: to fafawro faro tort i tot . ttto#totto to 

faro% TOTTO TOT. TO# TO TORpT TOTO TOf, TOTO TOT# 
% TOTTO-TOTTO m TOfafatlffTT falT fa clfaTTC|, 
^TOTOT % 6-7-1986 % W if, faTO fTOTTO TOTOfafTO 
TO TO^TO far TOT, TOTTO TOTcWl? TOt TO TOt- 
TOTf WTO TO URTtST falT TOTOT TOT 1 W*T TO? TOfacT 
?froT | fa TOfTOrrory tto “yTO t?to ^ far jttto 
W R^f «ff TOTOffa TOw TO W TTF(fa TOTOf^TO TOTff 
ITT TOf " I 


TTO:, WfSHTTOT TO? TOfTOfa'jfffa T# TO R-T^ 
^■T TO TOT'T TOT fa TOroflTO TOWTR TO faTOT TOcrffa 
TOTOTOfTO % fan; Tff fa-fa TO?f, faTOT I I fa. TO. 
TO# TO. 4, 5 #TO 9/90 TO TOTOfTOrfaff ITT TOTTTOTO 
TOTOTOITO *VZ TOTO TO TOfafaTOTO, (TOmffaTOT TTO faTOTTO 
TOfafaTOTO, 19 56) iff TOTT 5 % TOiffa ifafTO TO^TOTT 
5 TT faifaTO faTOT# fa qfrfa % totTOto ^totTO fa 
m. TOTTOTOfTOTTO TO TOR TO? TOfa TOTO RTOTO faTOT TOT 
fa tototoTtoto #ifarofaTOf iff TOffa TO TO??fa wfwfa 

TO^TO ITT fafa^TOTO TTOTOT TOrTOffW TO TO TOT.TOT fa I TOT 
“TOfafaTOTO” % TOTOfa TOfaTO fa# TOftTPTTO TOT TOtf 
TFTOfTT TOTOTOfTO TO?R TO# TOT fall TO I TOTOTTOfaf 
TWTOTO fTTTOTTOTO ITT TOfafTOfaTO ='TO fa--TOT TO 
TOTTOTC TOT TOW TOO TO faR TOTOTT fir fa fa. 
TO. TO. TO. 4,5 #T 9/90 if TOTOTO ITT TOlfaTO 
TOTOTOTTO TOWto TOTTOTT ITT farr TOrr fa-fa TO TORTOTO 
tot? TO /1 totoTO fafa to rt . TOrrofarpT TO ?to totto 

TOT vff TOWir fair fa TO?TO % TOT TO TO'T’rTTO TTJR 
iff TOfT TO TOT faiw fair TO-TT TOT fa TO TOfaTOCTO 
TO TOTOT TOTOTTOTO TO TOTTOTT TOT fa. TO. TOifaff if 
TOtTOTOfaf TOTTO TO faq TTO faTOTOTO TOT TO?TOTO TO fa 
TO# TOTOWTT TTTTO TO TO TORT TO TO?TOTO # fa W fan 
TO TOTOTJTO #TO TOTTO TOT TOTOTO TOTOS TOT TOTOTO TO# TOfat 
ITO TO"TF[TO % TOTTOTT TOT TOfaWTO ITT TOTOTOTTTO 
faTOT TORTTOT I W. HTTO#TOTT TO TO? TOTO TT faTOT 
fa TOTOTflTO faTOTO# TO ifTOTOITTO T5TO faFET TO# 
TOT, TOTO: TO? TO## TOR TOTORTT % TOTTOT T TOT fafa- 
WTO ITT TTO TO I TOTOT fa TO?# # TO^TOT fall TOT 
TOITT £, RT. I T# RT. TOTTTO#TOrTO # TOITOTO ^ I 
TOTO# TOTOIT faTOTO if -TOT. TO?TTO ? W TOFT TO TOW^ 
?fa |q fa to## # TO?T faTOT TORTT TOlfaR, TFTO 
TOT# % TOTTO-TOTTO TO? TOTO =TOII faTOT fa TTO% TfalTO 
faTOT# % TOTT if TOTOf## # fal% TOTOTOTO TOT#T 
fiftrf, 1986 ir TOTO TOT TO#RTOTOTO # TOfarfTO'f ? t 
-jfafTO TOTO TOT #0 TOTO *TOTOT TOTTTOf #TOTO TO# TOTOTOT, 
I#fa -TOT. TORTTO % TO<|TOR wf-ITO #T WTO TTSTO 
TOTT^T % TOTTOTT TOT TOlfTTO TOT#TO % f : TR TOTOTO# 
% TOTOTOTTTO % f#q TO?FTO TO I 

TWTOTO WTOTTOTO ITT TOlTlTO fafaffTOTO fa? TOTTO 
% TOTTOTTO WTO fa. TO. TOfaTOT # 'JTO: ?TOf'T TOW 

t tt totot tot 1 toTtototott xm #t TOrfirl# toto tot 

#TO, It# TO ITTO#-TTTO# fa. TO, TO#. TO, 4 TO# 
9/90 TOTOT 5/90 % TO#JTO % faR TFTO TOT# % 
TOTTO-TOTTO TOTOTO TOfafflTO TOTTOTOT# iff TOfarfaTO TTTO 
% faq TOT TITO TOTTW faq <? I TOT# TO#TOTO TO#ITO TO 
TOfTOTOTOTTO T3TO TO TOfa#T if iRi? TOfafflTO TFTO # 

-a 

TOTTOTO faq I TOTITOf f iff TOTOITf % TFTOTTO RTOI fa. 
TO. TO# TO. 4, 9 #T 5/90 % ##TOTO % faq TOTO? 
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[tTFT II— WT* 3 (ii)] 

5TWTTI7 nsja W>X iff I mark, +4km TT5n ft WW- 
an am mafnm n^aa nrmq mr^m fan? i afnmnrn 
arar a 4V nfam 27 at, 1991 % to 
mrarfr an ti <. anrm fear i 

■5 

?tn maka Tim qfr 3ITT 4 Jffma 5[k TFT 

T3?cs anmmm f 4t i?n. am. nrO-H-a am nrnntm? 
rm fa. a. nfmat % w % art 4 *rr#rt an 
nftf afnarn ami % fm, mem n£r 1 1 rnaaa mar- 
Tan a namm % nram aa mr fm. a. nfmnT an 

S 3 O 

fafa?nn ana % fan; afama an faafaa aa fcmr 
^ i na^mra, ankar amr aa ara aft amn? mk % 
sm srna aft wr n$f m aam i maaa ■niqimn 
aa nan fnkr qmnkf 4k nfaamm qa aranam 
11 as aam 

sn nan aa fa aar vr mfmaram ait anafaktn 
afanaf km | mk m art if fa aaT a? snmfan 
aijntn najn an wn |, atnf asranaf jm mnn 
fafnm sramt aa ^jwa aranr ^air. fart ararawa 
% i jn ?m am aa <ajm $■ nkrar ma $ fa 
mr. anaktaTm a fann fin. 'jrft njnrn 4 , sae 
an n itt nfafnafkm fanr nr far nmfnn ampin 
art kjat m fint mfnmnrm an aft anam w nfm- 
arma art fa<? art mkkr 2 ^a, 1990 % fnkr 
% naraa mkt fj i 

$n afwnr atw mk mf^ft an amnsin 
star ana: fa:a aa gam apart % %? nfkfr % 
nangm qa fkrra aka i 

M) 'i- 

1990 aft fa.a.nkf nanr 4 a afnaaia an 
a ankt aft % an a “mjr 31 af, 1972 aft nr” 
nfan: nfaan amt aT naan manta a amt % fart 
arnknr an nr faaw kt % fan-*; mknr aft at km fa 
jjnft arkt ^njsmnfant ak amta famf nk fapr 
atft star njnfm »ft 1 aftina 1 \ araar a, cr fa^H 1 r 
aranr aft ti^afci % Inar fanft a^ aRaiaaatn, 
mrnaa , a^r m ifa aft naa am a %a ar nat: aaa 
if ak aaaai^t ana ^t arafea an aft anaa 
n fair amar aft '4t i afaaara an ^ naa aiamaf 
nk namat a na ait aaaiaarr nk aafar a 
kft kfa 4 tskn ar R-i a arnkar arnr aft faaar kr 
kjfam aaf nfafkn arkrt a^f aft 4t fnntt nt m i fg a: 
nrarT aa afanar^ % nanara a arr an smm 
gfafaaa f%ar nr a% %t far ar«ra tankm naf % 
nwr 1 ] a wraT am | 1 

nfaaaa ya a|t ga I, twra a amt aa nfaka 
a naa n4t amitn ark anrk sn^a a$r fan f 1 
na: ^a aarakta %r frataa wk amawta asm 


ana % ata aa aaa % tgr tm a ?krr a?a 
arat aa? ak afaaf aa faa% na 4 a aaa at 
ak aaaft ara a^taar afrat aata faatfr, aw 
rfra, aafaat, ^nrm^t ak ami nr fanrf namaf 
aft nraa 1892 % ama % fa 4 a aft anaraaT atft 
amr f 1 saff aaaa k aaaaf ?a ammfta 
4 ^a ak amaafta asrta aaanat % at a akfa 1 8 
nmkt , 1924 % aa arara % kcr a atat fanna; 1 ft 
asflnnaf % fakmf aft kkn amt ft faaa a^a S faak 
aifta^rga aaaaa , naakra fnfktm % a^am amra- 
am't aa at aa fnaaraanra % ata a sna %, aakt 
nfr k akt ak aa aa fatft ara ar naraa "m faata 
maa % fart ?ma jf 4 t 1 ana namra a an arr a^ra 
aaa nara k aataa 1 a aaaafaa yip?an faaat 
nk fafaaaf % arjaia 5'raT «n 1 1924 k nara aa 
itar ka af ar fa aga aaaaa, faaat nk ^fafaaat 
% srcftn faaa fank ^ % nfafaaa 1,10,000^? 
qa faaa 4 tar am akk nk wft a^ram afaaf 
m aata 4 ga: it fanfa mr nk fararra aak k fant 
man 4 t 1 arara m ija (xiv) % srtftn amt 
aaana, atrra a aanfi , aaaratft ar atfan afaft 
aa fatft an aaran marram an faatn aa% % km 
man «ft ak %a manna mam arara % m (vii) 4 
OTafan narmat k mfmfaam aarm ir art nmram % 
tna afmnm % nafnnr warn mrnmra % ma if faakt 
ara% k knt anmn ^nft 1 1924 k ntam k afa 
(xi) 4 a^ maan | fa m (iv) a (viii) 4 nfa- 
aftanrf ak maammt qa mara % famrm ^t qmrm 
mfaft marfat aa 5afkrra famr mnaT 1 ^ak aan 
at qwna | mma ?m na (xi) aft qfafn % ak 
a aara-ana am «t 1 1924 % ama qa ?aawa 

matt aft nkkr m amrm amf aft maifrn % tffa 
29 af, 1972 aft at fcnsft a %a, afanata tfk 
^ram % q auoTn mt it fmnta-faa 4 jar mr 1 ^sftm 
fanif ak fa^r a 4 t 4 t a^f mafkim m 1 “ijsm- 
nfnaf % 4 tn at fama-fmam jar *n mam 
iftannaf qa ara arjafm mft %r fa kr 2 if 1 
qar 22 a asffa ^a 1 anktt nm % afmfmm m 4 t man 
afa# nafnn matt % fan? m«ft an qmr nak rnnft 
mfafa fkjam mkft 1 kr 2.3 aj mamfam aranT J 
fa afamt an manta rnnfnm amat % fan? am 
% mjam aa if amam aa a§n% % fan? afkft aiamt 
a nwafnat %■ mm fam 1 a-fmaaf fmr 1 kn 3 

43 

a a^ afafmfam | aaana arm % mtna 

^it mamtm aa q^aff if ajrmar akfr 4k ^m 4m 
a'k arm anmft mm aft afams ma% at mrnan maata 
aa% krt aftf mma n$r mw?at faam w maamt aft, 
3aft fa mj ?m man ?m araat arfern jt mn? 1 ” 
msnff an amt mak miaft mfafm an asa famt amr mr 
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sfrr ni nif frw Hfl FT ft if I fFIJ TT5IT 

f «ffi itt-iti irm f fai m % min f 

ill if Fff iffl FRI iff fTT IT I 

FI ^1 SI ITT FT fllTT-ftlF Ft t| £ fF 
FTT Ftt 1TTTI IK*!I MI fT f^FTCTT FTIT m I f ^ 1 [ Iim 

m fim fit tp in ir, ifn RTTfiiir i 

<5 "~ 

iii tp ifirfTPt % ifiFii iiftm ifit ifr if 
ifl frlT FRT bTIT Flfei fF FT IFFT! F~T FT Fill 
FTim?) I ifml IlIF Tlfll FIT HI III TSflFTl Tr 
Ilfm SRfVPT FTT FtI % f^F iflFI HR I Ft I £1 

O ^ c ‘ 

T&TFTrf Ft FFT FTt FTI FIT I ITFI F flT if 
Tim FITT TrfeF fill iflFm FIFT H iirffmF 
^ F TT I ifll 5TTI ITTT film F fF3TT 
F JRET iflT ITlF spm if STHT TI IF?fT gt I 

fifilTT FT 1, FTT! Fft FT WffRF ifl 

% i ^ifori ftf mi mi TffiFfr im iri eri 

TFT Ffr T FF m ftF % FTIF FIT FFT F II F 

FfTnpF -Ft ttfftff ftfi t virt ftf f iftti 

f I F'FT. i?HT, III. it. |iF, TT.if. FTFFmF 
FT IT TUftl TRF “'ll ITF tHIHI fil iffm” 
% yz o:t i if, iftifir %Tw< ifiFri iff HtIIT 
Ff-FSFFf IRI FI II % FFTF flHI FT iflFTT 

ifT i iir i iPtf fftfft ft ifiFTi niF mif 

TRI FT I^-THTT IRIT % FFFTFt iftTFTI % ill 

sfti mft ir ffcs Fmf ft fTm f 

TfF fFFT, FFFt FrfFF Fk FIFTfjfF FTFFTFFTm 
F FTFTT TI FF FT FFTF fFfTFF t I W FFF 
5[^F TTFT Ft FTF'PTFFTTf FT ^fF FF^F FFffFF 
FTFT FT fFFt FFTF ^ FTF fFFF fr ^im FiFFTT 
FT FF F FF ?frfF KT, IS FFmfFF IF F flF F?T 
TTFI Fir Ff^flFFT t I W FFF IF ^F W TFT F Fit 
A '4t Ifftf ffo ft ffttf ftT ffi | f% fit fTfiftf 
TFR FT FpiFF IR 5TFT FT'lfT F FT FT fFfTT 
RRTr FTTftpP TFfKTFF FFtM | fFTTF fan, FT FT 
Flam fFFT FT FFFT | I FFfFT FFF FT FTT FFTtf fTfq 

Sr ff ft mrm ttfif ftt % fftff % fFT sr^f 

TDF FT flfFFRF FTfFF fV FTFrfFF FTFRFFT 
TI fFFPC FRT FTFRF (IT FF-TT % “FT FTF izr.- 
^FFF ^FF tffTF" F fFFTF F^TTIFT F yZ 64 FI 
FF FF RII fFFT t fF FfFR3T FTFT FT FTF AA 
FT^ft FT^o; I FFfF Ff FTF ^FFF FT FF^fT f fFc| 
FF FT FFTF FFT Fff t I fFTFTF FTF FT 
fafFR s'? i F^F^F t ifTl SFf FTFKFFFT 
TrfFF FFR f^FT FTFT FT%F I HlgTF F-TTTFT FKT 
^F Fm FI ^ FF FFT % FfF ifT ?F FRT 

f fF flFFTF FTFTF", FT FTF'TT FTFTfsTF fFFTFRTF 1 1 
IT FTF FF FFF FFR flFrcm TFT ?T FFF f FF 


fpAEr TI—Sec, 3(il)] 

"W FT FfFFFF F fFFFFT F^ I m 
FFF TI FF Fiat F> RTF F mrF |Tt ofr FF FFR 
sfT JJFT F FFfm FFFTF F^r TFT FT FFF fFTI 
IF F fFR FFTFJF FT FFF F, FfuFFTF TT?F «frl 
TtflF^T FF IDF PTFf FTn FT Ff TTFFTFT fTT TtTWT 
FIFT RTF % F^WT F FTI FftTF FFF^°t tfTFT I 
p- ?FF FF FlSpg- F’’ k % F^FTF ^Ffl 
it FTIFTF FF F TflF^F F 3,'RT FfFF ^FTFfTUTFF 
FfFF RT FF fF^fT FT TSfTFT T FT fFlfT FF T^TFTT 
FT TfFFF IF IF FFTF F fFF FT flfl F FFTF 

Cl 'J 

FTF ifFI mi^T IF F m TTfFFTnT FT FFFJ 
F r F iTl tTFF F frnr ^3 ttF FpT fFTFT FTFT FTffF I 

iTt rpr ft f . 4/ 9 u ir ifiFFri if 3 TT' r f 

fFF FtT FflFFF FT FF Ft? t fF FFTlF F FfF 
FT^fT FTIlT FT IT^PIF FfefT TI FFTF FF ip TWFT 
F ifTF afTl ifferFFF FTTT F FF FT FF^IT F^F F 
FT 7 F FfFFHTI, F Ay FTF W TFfT FT TF: TFT^ 
FT ifi FT FF ?TFf FFT % I ^F IFF T^, FF FF 
RiF FRT FTSF t fF 29 Ft, 1972 FT FIsfTF 
f'FFlt aftl flFT FrfT TfT FlflFfF F FF F Ay:, 
FfFFFTI afTl FIF ITRl F FFF FflTt it ifTT^F F 
TPf Ff FFFfr % FfiflFF F FFF F FTFlf F FTHTI 
TI AZX FTF F FF FT FR: ITT? f<TFF FIFT FFfFT 
F#T fTFT I 29 Ft, 1972 FT FFT FRfF FT FfF- 

flTpsTIf fFTT |fT FISTTg- F FfkF FT RffTF ^T ^F 
f 3ftl flfFR TIFTFFcff FIFTT 4f ftFF FfrlflFT 
FTF FTi FFTFFf FT flFTF affl WR fFFTt; FflHm 
t FfiF |T ^qfT t I TTF ?F IFF TI W FFTFTT, 
FTIT, Fgif mf? F fTFTF FT RRlflFTT IT FITflFTT 
FT FTF it IIITTir iff IF 4' > "3FI FTF% ifl 
IlfFI IFF TI iriRF ITW FTTf, tr| ^T IFF f I 
II HIT I, I? RTF F FT/TTI |TFT fF tlF Tft 
F FF IT FIT Ilf FT aft II flFTF FI FFI lil F 
FTflF TFfr FT Am jTRT fill fiFT FTI I 

II tfll FIFT IFF t fF 2 9 if, 197 2 FT 
ififlfll FT it 4 IF, ifl'TITI ifT FIT nt 
F W iflif FT iTfil FT FpflTffT F TFIT^ FTllT 
itr i ttiT F f i ifR ft tttfii affr fr^r n 
i fitif mm ifi ifinm mm am ititi fFi[ 
IT if ft fififam fr F fii If i iFif aim 
[fit n, t i imf ft tit mi irir ififi afTi ^ 3 ^% 
if if. iT. fTt Ti rw m irii 
it am 1 im ai it fmrt iA irit ^fT 
Tmq; ^ip; fimr f fim ntTif 1 ^ 

ST FI TI II fmftf TI ?I flFTT 4\ TTIITTir if T 
Fii 1 1 mm mm ti m ti if 
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[qwTI —to 3(ii)] 


fkrrqT wr I qy 1974 sftq 1976 if qqrr fro 
qq «r qqq; qfqqtq toT qqf ^ q qfqqTfro 
*q q fpmfrc kt fqq ir 1 gq %qq zq? qq^faq qro 
qqqr £' far rnm sftq qffiqff qq qft srrqfeq 

fspT to TOT qrqt jfTT 3P7]- spraTOr qrq % f%rr aft 

faqq Jr srqrq faq *rq $ i fqcqq r| 3 aft* q srfq- 
TOT % TOPT qftrff "TO % fSfTT q'flt *fr t • ?*T ^OTT 
to to g fq §q w qqq qq ?jfqqr ik 
TO faRiqrq qqqfq % qqqqq qf «nq it TOP grr 
qqf gftTPT to fqqir fqr qirom % qfTOm qq affro 
TOqfq'fqq qq ofTO%q fro qr q% 1 sq smtqq q 
fqq qfqqqr? fr 4 ^ qfq % qqrqqr if qrqff qfr 
% qq to qrtTO toi? TO afrqq qfqq toto gf qrorr 
| l q <7 fq TOP q q t WW qft t fr TOTfcq % TOTO 
qw qrro aft?: q7rfq.fr qrai q qq TOf to % qrq- 
qrq qtqqff #qf q qt q r 4 t qq tqq qrq ir 
qTTO 1 1 itotto q*q qfqqqir tft TOqr to qrorr 
TOrtTOr toft to toto qfr fr qspqr f wrff TO 
if qqq TO TO qfqTO qqTO sm qff £ I TOT 7 T qq 
qq % fq TOCT JKT 73 qr^TT Tpfr qsf*T TOT ’^Tf^rr 
qr totot ■j-t % qqf if qqrarTO ?T 5 W qq srV qqrar- 
™r ^ qq’f qff ?mfarq qrTFt ^tr qrfcq qft KJTTq if 
qqq |rr fqqq f'qqT TflTtfriT I 


qfqqms; q 10 qf qfr srqfa qqpr laso-si fr 
1989-90 w qm if qqnsm? qpr % qqnr 

fqprfqfeq qrpt rF^r |:— 


1980-81 
1 981-82 
1082-80 

1983- 84 

1984- 8 5 

1985- 88 

1986- 87 

1987- 88 

1988- 89 

1989- 90 


ft rfq *fr 
3 9*1. 01 
403.20 
173.09 
23 0. 3 7 

284.36 
158.28 

187.36 
103.90 
1 81 . 37 
175.64 


?q qiwr qq Prqnr qqq qq qq fqqr % 

qq 1980-81 qf?- 1981-82 % qHlff q'f fq^FT 

fqqr qro; qf fq qarqqff qrqr qqrqiTq qq % 
*qif qfiqq f^q qtf q ?qf q^ 1985-so, 1937-88 
f: qrqfT Tt '4f fqqir if qff fqqr | qrfq qf qq 
qjfffq fipfT qcr # | qnff w q qlqq 

qxfqqr qqT^ 205.3 ff qq ?ff nm % fqir 205 
ff qq of gMfeq fspqi qr qqrqr 1 1 


qrfaqff qy rr?q?qq qr qrrat^q wq qrtn 
% ?f! -nr ffp- q 7- t 1 qqrf qqsjT qqff # q?qfyqr 


qqf % qnqw ?q m $m qqfr qf ^qfq f ir 

fqqqq fqiqr qqT qffqqff qq q fqr^ qqer 

fqqTi ?fF aqr qqfq qrfo ^ fqq 9.3 5 5 ff qq fff 
qq m qrar ff:qT k 1 qqr* qfc?om q ^ 
qmrfiqr mfermrt or ff-pt qqq qrfrqff qq 
TFqifq ^ff TO qfqfm qT 3 T if TO ^ft anq qff 
qTqqr qq ?q fqqp- tott qrqr 1 rrq qrrq-f?q if 
31 7 1 TTf^ffT qq ?Ifrq % fqir 6 ^f rrq 

VD 1 J 

qf apq sftqq qq fqfq tq ^f ar^Tqqr tot t 1 

qfqqqq? vt qrt qV qq ffwTqq m «fr fq q 

%qq qqW q qfq qfr qqff qft ^q qiqq qrq 

> w 

qfr qrq grff qr ^f fc qfq^ qqmf qff qT^WTOr 
qrf i jtt qr?-q % fqq fqfqqr ^q q qfqqqiT % qRft 
trqr qr pqq jpr qqqr qqq qt q^f qqr qf 
fqfq tqT qfqq qrqr f% qrfqq: frq qp: qq ir qf 
q*p qqqg; qq q^rr? fqqfqq ^q q ffqT tot i 

TOT TOT q fqqf qqfrq qrfor qr fqTr qrqqq 

qqt fqqT ^1 qq: qs qrqur ^ff qfr qfq qqqff 
q^raqr qfqff % qpff f; fqqrrr uflr HTfiqq: fqqqq 
% qrf if %qq TFq % qit q*fr qfqfqffq qq 
nfqqq q-qrq th fqqr$ 1 ^qq;q: qqq qrft £ fq qrq 
fqqr qqr qqfro mm pt qnqTfeiqqq qf fq^farq 
fqqK ifr qrit if q&rqrn % qfaqqff qk qfqfqfrm 
qq qfqq qfsrfqtfqq qfr 1 1 

qqfiqq qq sqiq if wr ?q qqkp qi^q qq 
fqtq £q f fqr ^ qniqq; if qqq qqrqqf q q? 
5 jfqfVqq qrqr fq qnfr wrt fq qfqqqif qi m r T 
qqrnq if ^q ir qf 0 ,qr qq if 20 5 ffrrqqf qq 
qqq^y qf? 1 ^q q^ qq sn%q 1 qqTt 1001 q 
q'qrwrq fiqr I ^q qq afR fqfq fq % fq qrqfTO 
qqq qqff qq ©tfr qiqr fkq aqqq fqfqqfqq qqqr 

qq — 10.16 tr qq qff 

TjqTf—42. 7 6 t\ qq 
qqqr—54. 72 ft qq tff 
fqqrqr—29, 3 6 €f qq ?ft 

qqgqq—30.1 7 ft oq tft 

qqpqr- 16.05 ft qq ^ 

fq qg qr—*i o. 37 ^ k ft 
qqqft—2, 51 ft ^ ?ft 
qqqff—2.17 #f qq ff 
qiq — 2.40 ft irq *ft 
qtq— 2. 32 qift qq # 
qf — 2 . Olftqq^ft 

fqrkt fqfw qr^ ft qraq qift qrr q^qrf q 
to: qqrqq fqqff ir wvsr qrqqr qff fqqt fqfw 
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(ii) whether the Order of the Tribunal is re¬ 
quired to be published by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment in order to make it effective; 


HTtT? it mfwZ hriff ff Tlfft TT STfffT ^ fft 
fft qrfft 'Tirsrmfff tTRTff ff $ft fft ^rifffft I 
'rrfrrfr ffq rm % i en^r wrar % faff u 
zr ffff fft qjfft ?rfff?RTsr -nm gm faffarffat fftfff 
ff crffan fTTT ^nfffft i 

?rr q? fffa fff?St fa I f% TffCT THU TfTO 
qfft % Tffft it fffRTt «eT fff?PTFT 1 t. 2 TUT ffTff 
it srfmp ff?iff?tT <t*tt f% ^fwftfferr fft ffRffr 
ft. 4/90 % ffTfpJ 22 fft, 1991% 

% <JC5 103 qr qft^TR %-V, % RTR 1 3 % | I 

Ug UTfa RTTTftPPKir %T fafaffal ffa'R % fffffff 
Rrqfff'jkff ft®p xmpnrffa fffaT i fft nn ffr ff. 4 
fft?; 5/90 tttHt fffffhfff % tRffTT 
ffffit ^tfe t 1 

fft ffff ffr ff. 4/90 factorin' T^ff 

xpjfftT SH T%T % fft ffff fft ff. 9/90 far % 
q^t | tlNT ffff XHTTT f%RR fft ?rfft I 

fffRtfftrr 5t&T!ff 

IffT. fft. SttRlet, tT^t 
ffff . ffff TR, tWf 

fff fffvfft 

^ 25 1991 

fait. ff- 55/9/91 fft ff*T.] 
HTSR fffffff, bffa 

MINISTRY OF WATER RESOURCES 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, l Oth December, 1991 

S.O. 840(E).—-Whereas the Centra] Government, 
in exercise of the powers conferred upon it by sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Inter-State Water Disputes Act, 1956 
(33 of 1956), had constituted by notification No. 
S.O. 437(E), dated the 2nd June, 1990, the Cauvery 
Water Disputes Tribunal (hereinafter referred to as 
“the Tribunal”) to adjudicate upon the water dispute 
regarding the inter-State river Cauvery; 

And whereas. the Tribunal has given an order on 
25th June. 1991 in Civil Miscellaneous Petition Nos. 
J , 5 and 9 of 1990 (hereinafter referred as “the 
Order”) and forwarded the seme to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment for further necessary action; 

And whereas, upon the consideration of the said 
order, the President of India made a reference to the 
Supreme Court of India on 27th July, 1991 under 
clause (1) of article 143 of the Constitution of India 
For consideration and report among others on— 

(i) whether the Order of the Tribunal consti¬ 
tutes a report and a decision within the 
meaning of section 5(2) of the Act; and 


And whereas, the Supreme Court has given its opi¬ 
nion on 22nd November, 1991, among others on the 
above questions that; 

”(i) the Order of the Tribunal dated June 25, 
1991 constitutes report and decision within 
the meaning of section 5 (2) of ihe Inter¬ 
state Water Disputes Act, 1956; and 

(ii) the said Order is, therefore, required to be 
published by the Central Government in 
the official Gazette under section 6 of the 
Act in order to make it effective"; 

Now, therefore, in exercise ol the powers confer¬ 
red by sec non 6 ol the said Act, the Central Govem- 
mem hereby publishes the aforesaid Order ot the 
Tribunal. 

ORDER OF CAUVERY WATER DISPUTES 
TRIBUNAL 
JN 

CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS PETITION NOS. 4 

6 AND 9 OF 1990 IN THE MATTER OF 

(VVuter dispute amongst the Government oi Tamil 
Nadu, Karnataka., keraia and Union Territory oi 
Pondicherry, vb, dispute regarding ihe intcr-Watc 
river Cauveiy and tne river valley uiereof) 

On 5th January, Iy91, we hau dismissed tne CMP 
Nos. 4 and 9 jyyt) filed by the State of iamil Nadu 
and CMP No. 5 oi ryyo, lneu by the Union Terri¬ 
tory or Pondicherry, inter aha upon die view that 
tile Central Governmeni had as yet made no refe¬ 
rence to the Tribunal for adjudication of the interim 
reliefs prayed in the said CMPs filed by the State ol 
Tamil Nadu and the Union ’t erritory ot Pondicherry, 
respectively and; hence the saiu petitions tor interim 
reliefs were not maintainable. 

Being aggrieved by our said Order, tire Slate of 
Tamil Nadu and Union Territory of Pondicherry 
had respectively filed Civil Appeal Nos. 303-304 of 
1991 and Civil Appeal No. 2036 of 1.991, before the 
Supreme Court of India. On 26th April, 1991, the 
Bench consisting of Kasliwal, Punchhi and Sahui, JJ. 
allowed the said appeals, set aside our Order dated 
5th January, 1991, and directed that the said CMP 
Nos, 4, 5 and 9(90, be decided on merits. Kasliwal, 
J. with Punchhi, J. agreed inlcr-aiia held that the 
requests for the expeditious action contained in a pas¬ 
sage of the letter dated 6-7-1986 of the Govern¬ 
ment of Tamil Nadu and which was quo.ed by the 
learned Judge showed that the State of Tamil Nadu 
“was claiming for immediate relief' as year after year 
realisation at Me tur was falling etc.” Therefore, the 
Tribunal was clearly wrong in holding that the Cen¬ 
tral Government had not made any reference for any 
interim relief. The reliefs ju'ayed by the appellan's in 
CMP Nos. 4, 5 and 9(90, clearly came within the pur¬ 
view of the disputes referred by the Central Govern- 
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mcnt under section 5 of the Act (later State Wuter 
Disputes Act, 1956). Kasliwal, J. had further observ¬ 
ed that in view of the above circumstances, he did 
not consider i necessary to decide the larger question 
whether a Tribunal constituted under he "Act’ has 
any power to grant any interim relief, The appellants 
became entitled to succeed on the basis oi the finding 
recorded bv the Supreme Court that the reliefs prayed 
by them in their CMP Nos. 4, 5, & 9 90 were covered 
in the reference made by the Central Government. 

In Iiis judgement, kasliwal, J. also noted that at the 
fag end of the arguments it was submit ed on behalf 
of"the State of Kama 1 aka that they were agreeable 
to proceed noth the; CM,Ps on merits before the Tri¬ 
bunal on the terms that all party States agreed that 
all questions arising out of or connected with or rele¬ 
vant to die water dispute be determined by the Tri¬ 
bunal on merits. Kasliwal, J. observed that the above 
terms were not agreed to by the State of Tamil Nadu 
as such he was deciding the appeals on merits. As al¬ 
ready mentioned Punchhi, J- agreed with Kasliwal, J. 
In his separate judgement Sahai, J. while concurring 
that the appeals should be allowed, observed, inter- 
alia that he had reservations about certain issues in¬ 
cluding tbc construction of the letter dated 6th July. 
1986. He did not prefer to express any opinion on 
them since according to Sahai, J. the States of 
Karnataka and Kerala were agreeable to the deter¬ 
mination of the applications for interim relief on 
merits. 

After the Supreme Court rendered the above deci¬ 
sion, the CMPs were again placed before us. Both the 
State of Tamil Nadu and Union Territory of Pondi¬ 
cherry hied applications for amendment of their res¬ 
pective CMPs Nos. 4 & 9'90 and 5190 inter alia to 
incorporate additional prayers therm. Tti its amend¬ 
ment. apnlication the State of Tamil Nadu also placed 
on record certain additional facts. After hearing the 
parties, we allowed the said nrayers for amendment 
of CMP Nos, 4.' 9 & 5|90. Thereupon, the State of 
Karnataka filed supplementary objection's, supported 
by affidavit. The State of Tamil Nadu also filed re¬ 
joinder fo the said supplementary objections, dated 
27th May. 1991. 

We are not prepared to give any countenance to 
the obie'C' ms as to the maintainability of these CMPs 
raised bv Mr. F. S. Nariman. Senior Counsel appear¬ 
ing on behalf of the State of Karnataka. The Supreme 
Court has directed the Tribunal to decide these 
CMPs on merhs. Accordingly, if is no longer onen to 
the State of Karnataka to urge this poin‘ of maintain¬ 
ability. The said directions of fKc Supreme Court is 
binding upon the parties and the Tribunal. Tt is accord¬ 
ingly, unnecessary for us to notice the various authori¬ 
ties cited b'v both sides on the question as to whether 
this Tribunal possesses inhered: nowers and as to whe¬ 
ther if can grant interim reliefs. We have already men¬ 
tioned that Kasliwal. J.. with whom Punchhi. J. 
agreed, cateeoricallv held that Tamil Nadu’s praver 
for grant of interim relief was covered bv the refer¬ 
ence dated 2nd June 7 990. made to this Tribunal. 

We proceed to consider the merits of the petitions 
for emergent reliefs respectively made by the State 


of Tamil Nadu and the Union Territory of Pondi¬ 
cherry. 

In its CMP No. 4 of 1990, the State of Tamil 
Nadu had initially prayed for directing the State of 
Karnataka not to impound and utilise waters of 
Cauvery river beyond “what it was on 31st May, 
1972” as agreed by the Chief .Ministers of basin 
states and the Union Minister for Irrigation anti 
Power. The State of Tamil Nadu also had prayed 
for restraining the Slate of Karnataka from under¬ 
taking or proceeding with any new projects, dams, 
reservoirs, canals, etc. without the consent of the 
State of Tamil Nadu. The State of Tamil Nadu has 
now made an additional prayer for directing the 
State of Karnataka to make timely and adequate re¬ 
leases of waters from its storages and reservoirs in 
such u manner as to ensure availability of inflow 
into the Mettur reservoir of Tamil Nadu on week to 
week basis as reflected in the statement (Annc.xure- 
I to the amendment petition). 

Pleadings are not complete, parties have not yet 
placed on record all their documents and papers etc. 
Therefore, we propose not to make any pronounce¬ 
ment about the aggreement of 1892 between the then 
Princely State of Mysore and the then State of Mad¬ 
ras regarding irrigation reservoirs over thirteen 
major rivers flowing through the then State of My¬ 
sore, including the Cauvery and its five tributaries 
viz. Hemavathy, Taxman Thirtha, Kabini, Siivarna- 
vathi and Yagachi. For the identical reasons, we 
referain from examining die submissions of the two 
sets of contending parties about the agreement bet¬ 
ween the then Mysore and the then Madras Govern¬ 
ments dated 18th February, 1924, under which My¬ 
sore Government became entitled to construct a dain 
and a reservoir across and over the river Cauvery 
at Kanambadi, now know as Krishnarajasagar, accor¬ 
ding to the stipulated specifications. Tbe discharge 
through and from the said reservoir was to be strict¬ 
ly in accordance with the Rules and Regulations set 
forth in Annexure-I to the said agreement. One of 
the clauses of tbe agreement of 1924 was that My¬ 
sore Government would be at liberty to carry out 
future extensions of irrigation in Mysore under the 
Cauvery and its tributaries to an extent fixed at 
1,10.000 acres in addition to the area of irrigation 
fixed under the Rules and Regulations. The Madras 
Government under the clause (xiv) of the agree¬ 
ment was at liberty to construct on the Bhavail!, 
Amravathi or Novil rivers in Madras any new storage 
reservoir and Mysore Government would he at liber¬ 
ty to construct as an offset storage reservoir in addi¬ 
tion to the reservoirs mentioned in clause (vii) of 
the said agreement not exceeding 60% of the new 
reservoir in Madras. Oause (xi) of the agreement 
of 1924 provided that the limitations and "arrange¬ 
ments in clauses (iv) to fviii'I shall be open to re¬ 
consideration at tbc expirv of fifty years from the 
execution of the agreement. The parties before us 
were at variance about the scone of this clause (xl). 
Shortly before the expiry of fifty vears from the date 
of (he signing of the agreement of 1924, discussions 
were Md on 79th Mav. 1972. at New Delhi bet- 
ffio Chief Ministers of Mysore Tamil Nadu and 
KeraG. The Union Minister 0 f Irrigation and Po- 
v"-r was also present. “Tile discussions amongst 
r hief Ministers revealed renerat consensus on the 
three points as in para 2”. Under the paragraph 
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2.2, the centre was to appoint a fact findki^ commit¬ 
tee to collect all the connected data pertaining to the 
Cauvcry waters. Paragraph 2.3 provided that by 
making use of the data, discussions will be held bet¬ 
ween Sic Chief Ministers of the three States to arrive 
at an agreed allocaion of waters for the respective 
States. The paragraph 3 recorded “die Union Go¬ 
vernment will assist in arriving at such a settlement 
in six months, and in the meanwhile no State will 
take any steps to make the solution of the problem 
difficult cither by impounding or by utilising water 
of Cauvcry beyond what it is at present". The Fact 
Finding Committee was constituted, and it had sub¬ 
mitted its reports. But no final agreement was arri¬ 
ved at between the States regarding the allocation of 
waters for the respective States, 

When we arc deliberating whether any emergent, 
order ought to be passed, our prime consideration 
ought to" preserve, as far as possible, pending final 
adjudication the rights of the parties and also to en¬ 
sure that by unilateral action of one party other 
party is not prejudiced from getting appropriate re¬ 
lief at the time of the passing of the final orders. We 
ought to also endeavour to prevent the commission 
of any act hy the parties which might impede the 
Tribunal from making final orders in conformity' 
with the principles of fair and equitable distribution 
of the waters of this inter-State river. 

Undisoutedly, the Can very river is an inter-State 
river. Therefore, the three States and the Union 
Territory of Pondicherry being riparian to the said 
river arc entitled to the release of waters of the said 
river in a reasonable and beneficial manner. In the 
“Law of International Drainage Basins" edited bv 
A, H. Garretson, R. D. Hvton & C. J. Olmstead, at 
page 63 it bas been pointed out that equality of right 
does not give a coriparian the right to an equal division 
of the waters. Rather, equality of right is the equal 
right of each coriparian State to a division of the waters 
on the basis of its economical social needs consis¬ 
tent with corresponding rights of its coriparian States 
and excluding from consideration factors unrelated 
to such, needs. At this* stage it would be neither 
feasible nor reasonable to determine how to satisfy 
the need of the each State to the greatest extent 
possible with a minimum of detriment to others. We 
do not also propose at this stage to enter into the 
question whether the present use of water of the river 
Cauverv cither by the State of Tamil Nadu or the 
State of Karnataka is the most beneficial use to which 
the water could be put to. At an appropriate stage 
and in the appropriate manner, it may be necessary 
to consider legitimate economic and social needs of 
each State for the purpose of making quitahle utilisa¬ 
tion of the waters. The learned editors of the 
“Law of International Drainage Basins" at page 64 
has pointed out that the multitude of factors should 
bo examined. “While many factors' arc relevant, all 
are not of equal weight. Existing uses arc particularlv 
significant and are generally entitled to great weight." 
We arc not unmindful of the further" observations 
made by the Earned editors to the fact that the matter 
of existing use is most contravertial. These points 
may arise for our consideration at the time we finally 
dispose of the “Reference". At this interlocutory 
stage it would be more in consonance with the ends 
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of justice to examine the prayers made by the State 
of Tamil Nadu and Union Territory of Pondicherry 
in die light of the considerations which are germane 
for granting or refit dng interim reliefs in a lis of 
this kind. We have already mentioned herein before 
that pending final adjudication by materially altering 
the present position, no party should be allowed to 
cause prejudice to the other party or the obstruct 
and impede this Tribtir.il from making its final order 
in accordance with the law 

The subs'ancc of the allegations made on behalf 
of the State of Tamil Nadu in CMP No. 4'90 is 
that bv reason of impounding greater and greater 
volume of water in the reseivoirs constructed in the 
different tributaries of Cauvcry flowing through 
Karnataka, the inflow of water into Mettur Dam of 
Tamil Nadu from year to year is heinc reduced, 
At this stage, however make it clear that it will 
not be appropriate to fix the inflow of water into 
Mettur Dam on the basis of the figures at the time 
or recording of consensus arrived at the meeting of 
Chief Ministers of the Stales of the then Mysore. 
Tamil Nadu and Kerala in the presence of Union 
Minister of Irrigation and Power, held or, 29th Mav, 
1972. More than eighteen years have elapsed since 
the recording of said consensus of 29th Mav. 1972 
and various subseaneit events also, Including cons¬ 
truction of additional dams and reservoirs and nthc 
irrigation facilities, have taken place We do not 
rmwvse to examine at ffiis stage the legality or 
Justifiability of erection of the c c reservoirs, dams, 
canals, etc The said matters mav be gone info if 
found necessary at the opomprintr vtanr, Tn this 
case b would be in accordance with imfFe <n fix the 
annual releases into Mettur Dam bv making average 
of the same for a number of normal years in the 
immediate past. 

Tfi is Pertinent to point out that after die '"nimift'w 
of die meeting of the Chief Ministers of the States of 
A'F/sore. Tamil Nadu and Kerala were recorded on 
29-ffi May, 1972, more than one attempt were mad', 
to estimate the total flow of the wa'er in the river 
Cauverv and also to specify the share of utilisation, 
particularly hv the State of Karnataka and the State 
of Tamil Nadu. Since the correctness of the Tenor's 
made bv fbp F«ct Findina Oommpme and (hereafter 
W the Study Team under the Chairmanship of 
Sri C C. Patel will hereinafter come tm f or oirr 
consideration, we propose not to deal with these 
reports at this stage. Our attention has also been 
drawn to the draft Agreements which were prepared 
in 1974 and 1976. but were not formally signed 
by the contesting States. We mav only indicate 
that the attempts made in the past to determine the 
shares of wafers to be allocated to the Slates and 
Union Territory of Pondicerry had been abortive, and 
die same still remain for adjudication bv the Tribunal. 
Wc have already mentioned that at the present stage 
we would guided by consideration of balance of 
convenience and maintenance of the existing utilisa¬ 
tion so that rights of the parties may be preserved 
til! the final adjudication. For this purpose the 
overage of the annual fiow of the waters of the 
river Cauvery into the reservoir of the Mettur Dam 
'n Tamil Nadu could serve as a reasonable basis, 
Wc are also not unmindful of the fact that besides 
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releases made from Krishnarajasagar and Kabini 
Dams of Karnataka, some water from the inter 
mediate catchment area also flows down into the 
Mettnr Dam. The said fact cannot be the ground 
for totally rejecting the prayer of the Tamil Nadu 
because the contribution of the said catchment area 
into the Meftur Dam 1st no large enough. We a 1 ' 
of the view that there ought to be the release of 
waters by Karnataka which is to be fixed by having 
regard to the realisation made over a span of yeurs 
in the proximate past after excluding abnormally 
good and abnormally bad years. 

Tamil Nadu has furnished before us the following 
figures for the period of ten years, i.e. 3 980-81 to 
1989-90 of inflow of water into Mettur Dam. 



TMC 

1980-81 

394.01 

1981-82 

403.20 

1982-83 

173.09 

1983-84 

230.37 

1984-85 

284.36 

1985-86 

158.28 

1986-87 

187.36 

1987-88 

103.90 

1988-89 

181.37 

1989-90 

175.64 


in considering these figures we have decided to ex¬ 
clude the figures for the years. 1980-81 and 1981-82, 
which were described by parties as abnormally good 
years. We have also excluded from consideration the 
figures for the years 1985-86, 1987-88 which were 
classified to be bad years. The average annual flow of 
the remaking six years workout at 205,3 TMC, which 
may be rounded of to 205 TMC. 

Karaikal region of Union Territory of Pondicherry 
is at the tail-end of Cauvery delta. Before us sub- 
misions were made about the plight suSered by this 
area because of utter dearth of water. The Union 
Territory of Pondicherry has claimed before us 9.355 
TMC of water towards irrigation and water supply etc- 
fn our view, while making order upon these emergent 
petitions we ought to take into consideration the pra¬ 
yer of the Union Territory of Pondicherry for release 
of some additional volume of water. We propose to 
direct foi ihe ends of justice, release of 6 TMC of 
water by Tamil Nadu for Union Territory of Pondi¬ 
cherry. 

The grievance of Tamil Nadu broadly was that not 
only the total volume of water from Karnataka for 
flowing down to Mettur Dam was becoming less and 
less but also the said releases were not being made 
timely to meet the needs of cultivation of crops, parti¬ 
cularly in the Cauvery delta of Tamil Nadu. It would 
be fair to direct that annual releases be made in a 
regula‘ed manner from week to week basis from June 
to May. 


The State of Kerala has not applied for any interim 
mder, therefore, this order is without prejud ce to the 
claims and contentions of the State of Kerala about 
the equitable distribution and release of the waters of 
riser Cauvery and its tributaries. We a gam make it 
ckar that the in erim orders passed today do not 
amount to final adjudication of the rights and con¬ 
tentions of the parties in regard to the dispute refer¬ 
red to this Tribunal. 

In view of the above, wc diiec* the State of Kama- 
Uki to release water from its reservoirs in Karnataka 
so .. . io ensure that 205 TMC of water is available in 
Tamil Nadu's Mmtur Reservoir in a year from June 
to May. This year, the order will be effective from 
1st of July, 1991. We further direct that the State of 
Karnataka shall regulate the release of water in the 
following manner:— 

June 10.16 TMC December 10.37 TMC 
July 42.76 TMC January 2,51 TMC 
August 54.72 TMC February 2.17 TMC 
September 29.36 TMC March 2.40 

TMC 

October 30.17 TMC April 2.32 TMC 
November 16.05 TMC May 2.01 TMC 

In respect of tt particular mouth (he releases are to 
be made in four equal instalments. If in a particular 
week, it is not possible to release the required quan¬ 
tum of water, the said deficit shall be made good in 
the subsequent wee':. Six TMC water for Karaikal re¬ 
gion of the Union 1 erritory of Pondicherry will be deli¬ 
vered by the Slate of Tamil Nadu in a regulated man¬ 
ner. 

We further direct that the State of Karnataka shall 
not Increase Its area under irrigation by the Waters of 
the river Cauvery beyond existing 11.2 lac acres, as 
mentioned in their Annexiue K-V Column 13, at 
para 103 to the Supplementary Statement of Objec¬ 
tions dated 22nd May, 1991, to the ammended CMP 
No. 4J90. 

The above order will remain operative til] the final 
adjudication of the dispute, referred to the Tribunal. 

CMP No. 9 j 90 for granting relief pending disposal 
the above terms. 

CMPNo. 9(90 for granting relief pending disposal 
of CMP No. 4(90 no longer survive 1 , and stands dis¬ 
posed of accordingly. 

Sd(- 

CHITTATOSH MOOKERJEH, Chairman. 

Sd 1 - 

S.D. AGARWALA, Member. 

New Delhi, 
func 25, 1991. 

Sd(- 

NS. RAO, Member, 
[No. 55j9(91-BM] 
M. A. CHITALE, Secy. 
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